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Nomenclatural Notes.— II 

By John Hendley Barnhart 

i. Ilysanthes gratioloides (L.) Benth. The first edition of Lin- 
naeus' Species Plantarum is no longer regarded as favorable terri- 
tory for the nomenclatural explorer, yet the fact seems to have 
escaped entirely the attention of our American botanists that the 
Gratiola dubia of that work is identical with Capraria gratioloides 
of the second edition. The name of this species should be : 

Ilysanthes dubia (L.) 
Gratiola dubia L. Sp. PI. 17. 1753. 
Capraria gratioloides L. Sp. PL Ed. 2, 876. 1763. 
Ilysanthes gratioloides Benth.; DC. Prodr. 10: 419. 1846. 

2. Monotropsis Schwein. No one appears to have noted the 
fact that Elliott, in publishing Schweinitz' name Monotropsis, not 
only expresses a desire that the genus should be called Schweinitzia, 
but does so in such a way that the latter name enjoys the priority 
of position. As Schweinitzia is accompanied by the description of 
Monotropsis and its species M. odorata, its due publication seems 
unquestionable. It is strange that Elliott, who proposed Schwein- 
itzia, and Nuttall, who adopted it in the following year, both failed 
to combine any specific name with it. This omission, however, 
was promptly rectified by Rafinesque. The synonomy of this 
genus thus stands as follows : 

SCHWEINITZIA Ell. Bot. S. C. & Ga. 1 : 478. 18 17 
[Monotropsis Schwein.; Ell. Bot. S. C. &Ga. 1: 478. 18 17.] 
Schweinitzia odorata (Ell.) Raf. Am. Mo. Mag. 3: 99. 181 8 
Monotropsis odorata Ell. Bot. S. C. & Ga. 1: 479. 18 17. 
Schweinitzia Caroliniana Don, Gard. Diet. 3: 867. 1834. 

Schweinitzia Reynoldsiae A. Gray, Proc. Am. Acad. 20: 

301. 1884. 
Monotropsis Reyitoldsiae Heller, Cat. N. Am. PI. 5. 1898. 

3. Trientalis Americana. From all recent botanical works it 
would appear as if this species were first distinguished from Trien- 
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talis Europaea by Pursh, in 1814. It was actually separated as a 
variety by Persoon, in 1805, and as a distinct species by Rafinesque 
in 1808. Its synonomy should therefore appear: 

Trientalis Americana (Pers.) Pursh, Fl. Am. Sept. 254. 1814 

Trientalis Europaea Americana Pers. Syn. 1: 402. 1805. 

Trientalis borealis Raf. Med. Rep. II. 5: 354. 1808. 

Trientalis Europaea angustifolia Torr. Fl. N. U. S. 1: 383. Je. 
1824. 

4. Elatinoides Wettst. This name, proposed in 1 891 in Engler 
& Prantl's great work, is obviously identical with Dumortier's 
Kickxia, published in 1827 (at which time this latter name was un- 
preoccupied, although since used as Kixia or Kickxia, for an en- 
tirely different genus). When the writer first noticed this in his 
own copy of the Florula Belgia, he thought that it might have been 
overlooked, but it is cited in De Candolle's Prodromus, Pfeiffer's 
Nomenclator and Synonyma, and the Index Kewensis ; in fact, 
about everywhere where it would be looked for. Our two species, 
both introduced, are the ones which constituted the genus as orig- 
inally published by Dumortier. 

KICKXIA Dumort. Fl. Belg. 35. 1827 

[Elatine Hill, Brit. Herb. 113. 1756. Not L. 1753.] 

[Linaria§ Elatinoides Chav. Mon. Antirrh. 103. 1833.] 

[Elatinoides Wettst.; E. & P. Nat. Pfl. 4 3b : 58. 1891.] 
Kickxia Elatine (L.) Dumort. Fl. Belg. 35. 1827 

Antirrhinum Elatine L. Sp. PI. 612. 1753. 

Linaria Elatine Mill. Gard. Diet. Ed. 8, no. 16. 1768. 

Elatine hastata Moench, Meth. 524. 1794. 

Elatinoides Elatine Wettst.; E. & P. Nat. Pfl. 4 3b : 58. 1891. 
Kickxia spuria (L.) Dumort. Fl. Belg. 35. 1827 

Antirrhinum spurium L. Sp. PI. 613. 1 753- 

Linaria spuria Mill. Gard. Diet. Ed. 8, no. 15. 1768. 

Elatine ovata Moench, Meth. Suppl. 171. 1802. 

Elatinoides spuria Wettst.; E. & P. Nat. PI. 4 315 : 58. 1891. 

5. Widfenia Houghtoniana (Benth.) Greene. This plant was 
described by Bentham as a new species in 1846, under the name 
Synthyris Houghtoniana. It is perfectly clear, however, that this 
is the same plant intended by Eaton, six years earlier, in his de- 
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scription of Gymnandra Bullii. Strangely enough this name has 
been overlooked or ignored by all subsequent writers, and is not 
mentioned by any of them even as a synonym. The nomencla- 
tural history of this species thus appears to be : 

Wulfenia Bullii (Eat.) 
Gymnandra Bidlii Eat.; Eat. & Wr. N. Am. Bot. 259. 1840. 
Synthyris Houghtoniana Benth.; DC. Prodr. 10:454. 1846. 
Widfenia Houghtoniana Greene, Erythea 2 : 83. 1894. 

6. Lonicera cUiata Muhl. This is undoubtedly the L. Cana- 
densis of Marshall, although the latter does not seem to have been 
cited by any recent writer. 

Lonicera Canadensis Marsh. Arb. Am. 81. 1785 
Lonicera ciliata Muhl. Cat. 23. 18 13. . 

7. Cuscula glomerata Choisy. In Britton & Brown's Illus- 
trated Flora, Choisy's name has been replaced by C. paradoxa 
Raf. (1820). But this was not Rafinesque's first name for the 
plant. In reporting his " Western Discoveries " in the American 
Monthly Magazine, in 18 18, he described it under the name C. 
aphylla ; a somewhat inappropriate name, considering that all the 
species of Cuscuta are practically leafless, and this is doubtless why 
Rafinesque afterward changed it. By the description, " stems 
evanescent," "flowers in large and thick glomerules round the 
stems of other plants," and especially the "two long filiform 
styles "; by the habit, " it surrounds the stems of many singenesous 
[/. e., syngenesious] plants ;" and by the range " in the prairies of 
Indiana and Illinois, near the Wabash, and in the barrens of Ken- 
tucky," this Cuscuta aphylla is as unmistakable in its identity as 
any plant ever described by Rafinesque. Its synonymy is : 

Cuscuta aphylla Raf. Am. Mo, Mag. 4 : 40. N. 18 18 
Cuscuta paradoxa Raf. Ann. Nat. 13. 1820. 
Cuscuta glomerata Choisy, Mem. Soc. Gren. 9: 184,)?/. 4. 
f. 1. 1841. 

Lepidanche compositarum Engelm. Am. Jour. Sci. 43 : 344, pi. 

6. /■ 30-35- 1842. 

8. Generic names wrongly credited. It would be well if bota- 
nists would exercise a little more care in referring generic names 
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to their correct source. This is true especially of pre-Linnaean 
names "revived" since 1753. Even in Britton & Brown's Illus- 
trated Flora we have Abies, Malus, and Linaria referred to Jus- 
sieu's Genera Plantarum (1789), while species under each are 
credited to Miller's Gardener's Dictionary (Ed. 8, 1768); " Meli- 
lotus, Juss. 1789," but " Melilotus officinalis Lam. 1778;" " Heli- 
anthemum Pers. 1807," but two species credited to Michaux 
(1803) ; and other similar cases. 

A much-neglected work, perhaps because so rare, is Hill's 
British Herbal, published in 1756. Among the pre-Linnaean 
names here used, we find the following, usually referred to a much 
later date : Abies, Alnus, Castanea, Cymbalaria, Fagopyrum, Hypo- 
pitys, Linaria, Malus, Melilotus, Ostrya and Ulmaria. The generic 
and specific descriptions in this work are clear and accurate. It is 
true that the binominal system of Linnaeus is not adopted, but 
this is also true of P. Browne's History of Jamaica, Haller's His- 
toria Stirpium Helvetiae, the first edition of Scopoli's Flora Carni- 
olica, Necker's Elementa Botanica, and many other works which 
are constantly cited for generic names. Most of the names in this 
book, which might otherwise replace those now in use, are com- 
pound, and likely to be avoided on that account, although such 
names as Filix-mas, Bursa-pastoris, and Dens-leonis in themselves 
appear to the writer to be no more objectionable than Mesembry- 
anthernum, Dactyloctenium, and Kosteletzkya, and far. preferable to 
the specific name Carolinae-septentrionalis recently perpetrated by 
a Southern contemporary. 

9. Dates of Publication. In the recently issued Part 3 2 of his 
Revisio Generum Plantarum, Dr. Kuntze maintains* that Barton's 
Compendium Florae Philadephicae was issued in January, 18 18, and 
is the original place of publication of some of Nuttall's names, 
such as Epifagus. In fact, the title of Barton's Compendium was 
not deposited to secure copyright until July 9, 1818 ; the preface 
is dated July 11, 18 18 ; the true date of the publication must have 
been later than the former. Nuttall's Genera was published later 
than the middle of May, 18 18 ; possibly later than Barton's Com- 
pendium (as suggested by the writer in a former paperf), but prob- 
ably not. 

* Kuntze, Rev. Gen. PI. 32: 160. 1898. 
f Bull. Torr. Bot. Club, 24 : 409. 1 897. 



380 Barnhart : Nomenclatural Notes 

As Dr. Kuntze starts with wrong premises, it is but natural that 
he should reach incorrect conclusions. He indicates very plainly 
how he came to be led astray in this matter, for he says : " Al- 
ready in February, 1818, Rafinesque corrected Nuttallian names, 
e. g., Leptamnium Raf., proposed for Epifagus Nutt." Evidently 
he is not familiar with the pages of the American Monthly Maga- 
zine. The paper published by Rafinesque in February, 1818, is 
the second of two devoted to the criticism of Pursh's Flora (18 14). 
Leptamnium was not proposed as a substitute for Epifagus Nutt. 
It was published as follows : " Orobanche Virginiana and 0. uni- 
flora, must form two peculiar genera, Leptamnium and Thalesia, 
Raf." In the American Monthly Magazine Rafinesque made no 
mention of any of Nuttall's names until January, 18 19, when he 
indulged in an extended criticism of Nuttall's Genera. 

TARRYTOWN-ON-HimsoN, November, 1898. 



